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status approach much more closely to that of a labourer than an
independent cultivator".47 The bargadars in Bengal, who generally
pay one-half of the produce to the lessor, were expressly de-
clared by the Bengal Tenancy Act of 1928 to be agricultural la-
bourers.48
In the Zamindari regions, this reduction of the cultivators to a
status of agricultural labourers was brought about by the growth
of a high degree of sub-indentation between the original Zamindar
and the final cultivator. "Zamindars, lessees, sub-lessees, mort-
gages and sub-mortgages", noted the Cambridge History of India,
"increased and multiplied. In village after village layers of middle-
men interposed between the cultivators and the Zamindars."49
The Indian Statutory Commission of 1928 found cases where the
number of intermediaries, each of them fattening at the expense
of the cultivators, exceeded fifty.50 The results underlying this
process were emphasized by the Royal Commission in these
words :51
The lack of alternative means of securing a living, the difficulty
of finding any avenue of escape...combine to force the
cultivator to grow food wherever he can and on whatever terms he
can. (Italics mine—S. J. P.)
It was the weakness of the tenant's position that forced him to
cling to land on any terms. This context formed a fertile ground
for the rapid growth of share-cropping. In an important article
in the American Sociological Review, Ramakrishna Mukerjee
has proved that the system of share-cropping gave the absentee
landlords a greater margin of profit than what they would get by em-
ploying landless labourers.52 The tendency, therefore, was not
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